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ABSTRACT 

Beginning with the 1970-1971 school year, the School 
CommiHiity Agents program undercut a major restructuring of its 
functions and purposes so that operations would- more closely conform 
to ESBA Title I guidelines. Agent role functions have been 
coordinated toward raising the academic level of students, using two 
major innovations. These two structural and procedural innovations 
were: (1) the creation of a small group of students (target group), 
with the student selection based upon criteria fundamental to the 
scope and purpose of compensatory education in each of the Agent 
Schools; once selected these students would form the core group for 
whom a range of intensive services and activities would be provided 
by the Agents; and (2) the development of an educational team at the 
local school level. It is thus contended that more emphasis could be 
placed on involving more of the parents of target group students in 
the range of activities and seinrices. (Author/DM) 
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TliE EVALUATION OP THE SCHOOI>G(»MIITY AGEHTS PROJECT 

Description of the Pro.Tran 

Besinniiig T^ith the 1970-1971 school year, the School- Community Agents 
Erograa has Uiidergone a major rejtructxjorins of its functions and a redefini- 
tion of it:; purposes so that its constitueno operatioiis ^rould more closely 
conform to ESEA Title I suidelines. The central principle which has guided 
the refocusing of Agent activities has been that Agent role functions he 
coordinated tov/ard raising the acadciniic level of students. To best facilitate 
this more direct participaoion in the local scliool^s acadeiaic prograiu— wiiich, 
to be sure, falls short of asstuidng any of the responsibilities traditionalljj- 
prescribed to the classroom teacher, two structural and prcr:ed»Hral innovations 
were developed. The first vras the creation of a small group of students, 
named the target group, vn.th the selection of students for this group based 
upon criteria fundamental to the scope and purpose of cosipcnsatory education, 
in each of the Agent schools ♦ Once selected these students would form the 
core groxip for vhom a range of intensive services and activities \/ould be 
provided directly or indirectly by the Agents, Because of the unique charac- 
ter of the Agent's office, the Agent, beyond the environs of the clsissroom, 
is able to coordinate services and both facilitate and focus other's behavior 
toward establishi.ng sets of conditions thought to be helpful to the students 
in achieving 'jiore satisfactory J.evels of academic performance. The second 
innovation was the development of an educational team at the local school 
level. While there has been variation in the size and composition, of 
educational teains, which has also been the case in size of the different target 
groups, nonetheless, these teaias have reflected an atternpt to draw from a 



diversity of persons directly involved in t\e students* welfare^ In siost 
cases, the educational teani has i\xnctionscl in the selection of ■"•.arget group 
members, out rdore i^r^portantly, the c^Vjoational team uemrcrc have assisted the 
Agent in the cVotenni^ation of student r.neds and the development of treatment 
strategies in the form of sej^ices and activ1.ties to be provided the target 
group students^ la a sense, the Agents* role vis-a-vis the educational team 
is one of acting as a catalyst by tappiiir the resources represented in the 
array of offices of eiucacional tesiu member for the benefit of the students 
as well as standing as an active e^ioodxnient of the raison d*etre of the 
educational team* Ho;'?ever, in actual perfonnaiice, most of the responsibility 
for determining and implementing treatnient strategies falls ijgpoh the^agent. 

If the operation of the School-Community'' Agents Project during the 1970- 
1971 school year maj'- be characterized as transitional, i»e,, a period of 
testing and developing ^.ev role definitions, establisliing operational methodo- 
logies and worldLng out implementation strategies, the project^ s operation 
during the 1971-1972 school year may be viewed as the first year of total 
functioning. 



-^For example, educational tearis have included, apart from administra- 
tive and faculty representation, many of the forLc!^ri.ng persons: school nurses, 
school social workers, parents, school- community assistants, school psycholo- 
gists, reading coordinators, curriculum leaders, teacher aids, attendance 
teachers, teacher union representative, and speech therapists. 
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grogram Ob.lecttves 



Efficacy of the School-Oonsmmity Agenta Project ia tied to three 
stated objectives* These ere; 

1. Raise the achievement level of target grovg) students, 

2. Increase the participation of target group students in 
school activities not directly a part of classroom 
instruction, 

3« Increase the participation of target grotq) students* 
parents in school related affairs and in activitier- 
rcUted to Inproving their competency to deal T»lth 
problems* 

In terms of measuring the Project's success in reaching these objectives 
the following specific objectives were tested: 

1. Elementary level target group students nill show a mean 
gain of nine grade equivalent units in reading and math 
for the nine months between taking the Title I pre- and 
posttests, 

2. Secondary level target gro;^ students show a signifi- 
cant increase in mean grade point averages between the 
Jime, 1971 and J\ane, 1972 card markings, 

3. IWenly-five per cent of target group students will show 
an inprovenent between June, 1971 and June, 1972 in 
nunber of days Absent, nuniber of times tardy, and in 
higher citizenship grades, 

K A higher percentage of target groigp students will parti- 
cipate in various activities and wiU be recipients of 
various services in the 1971-1972 school year as comared 
to the 1970-1971 school year, 

5. A higher percentage of target groiq? students* parents will 
participate in school related affairs and activities and 
in activities related to la^roving their coB5>etency to 
deal with problems in the 1971-1972 school year as 
coopared to the 1970-1971 school year. 



Evaluation Procedures 

The evaluation iesigi*i focused on .t'oiir categories of datef 

1, Student activities and services, including, tu^orins, 

2» Student scores derived Ironi the Title I Testing Pro^rrar/i, 
t^ay, 1971 and April, 1972, 

3. Student grades, attendance infoiTiabion, and citiuenslvL? mai-ks, 

k. Parent activities and services * 

With the exception of lltle I xorc scores (the second category above), 
all deta used in this evaluation report vere derived -?ro-.a t'ne information 
— eoit5?iled-4?y-the~AGents on the "Student Garget Grouro Data Form,"''' 

Pre- and posttest scores from the Title I Testing Fro5ratn used in this 
report were derived from an overall 20 percent stratified, probability sanrple 
talcen for all ESEA Title I projects • An analysis of the total sample of pre- 
and posttest scores vdll be undertal:en and will be available following the 
publication of this report. 

Analysis of the Data; SaiTg)le Size and Demog^raphic Data 

Table 1 displays the number of soudents per target group for each Agent 
school grouped by school level and school year. In contrast to the 197O-1971 
school year where informabion was provided from 19 oC 39 Agents schools for 
'ata processing (see footnote 1 in this table), all but one of the Agents 
schools in the current (1971-1972) school year provided data. This difference 

iThis form, a 8-^ x 11^' card, represents a revision of the form used 
for the previous year's evaluation with a somewhat different format on the 
face side for primary and secondary level school target groups, respectively^ 
In addition to the revision of the data form, the procedore for processing 
the information recorded on this form v;as niodified so that there was a direct 
transfer of information from the data forms to computer coding sheets, latber 
than transferring information to a series of tabulation sheets-- prior to 
recording for coirputer processings 



Table 1 

Size of Target Groups for 1971-7^ and 1270-71 School 
Years Per School by School Level and Region*"^ 



Elementary Humber of Sturlen ;g Secondary Number of Students 

Level Per Target Group Level Per Target Group 

Scljoolc 1971-72 1970-71 r>chools 1971-72 1970-71 



Region 1 



Balch 


33 


(23)^ 


Burton 


23 




Chaney 


21 


25 


Couze/is 






Cairipbell 


36 




&';yer 


20 


(26)1 


Edmonson 


16 


(16)3 


Ferry 


19 


23 , 


Rranklin 


U7 


(70)3 


George 


22 


33 


Kennedy 


20 


15 


Itoore 


19 


2k 


Owen 


IS 


16 


Uillianas 


33 


56 


Region 8 






Bellevue 


39 


79 


Bunche2 


kl 


Duffield 


75 


h3 


Harris 


U9 




Jones 


29 


(25)1 


Keatinc 


33 




Marcy^ 




37 


Pingree 


1»0 


21 


Scripps 


32 


h7 


Total 




6lG^ 



Region 1 

Hutchins 29 (39)^ 

Jefferson 2k (17)3 

Knudsen k2 (39)3 

Pelhaoi 25 (kk)^ 

Sherrard 6h 60 

Spain 50 (37)3 

Mui-ray-Vrr ight 18 (26 ) ^ 

i'Jortheas t ern 13 (^G ^ 3 

Northern 29 (27)3 

Region 2 

Mciachael 22 30 
Northwestern (33)^ 

Refy.ion 6 

Cleveland 23 (12)3 

Rep^ion !J 

Barbour 37 (1^)3 

MUler 65 (128)3 

M.L.ians 12 (29)3 

Total 1^58^ 90^- 



•i^The sise of the 1971-72 Target Groups represents the ninaber of stud- 
ents used as the basis for data processing in this report. An additional kZ 
students at the elementary level v/ho either left, dropped out, or transferred 
before June, 1972 T-rere not included in the data analysis • It should be noted, 
hoa^^ever, that a considerable amount of Agent time, in the form of services ' 
provided and in direct contact made, 'jas given over to these kZ students, e»g,, 
23 received tutoring; services • 

The size of each of the 1970-71 Target Groups, not including 
figures in parenthesis, was taken from last year's evaluation report and 
represents the number for whom data were available on student activities and 
services, see "The Evaluation or One School- Community Agents Project, 1970- 
1971, "December, 1971, Table 1, pajje 6. 



/ 

li reflected in the nuniber of etudente vbo ebq^riie the total linvlet and 
specifically In the dleparl^ in total msnberi at the eecondary level* 

Table 2 

Runiber and Per Cent of Target Group Students 
CoxifoziQlng to Each of Ten Selection 
Criteria by School Level 

Elementary Secondary 

Selection Criteria Level (K-658) Iwel (H*Jf58) 

(N) Per Cent (n) Per Peat 

One or More Years Retarded in 
Reading Achievement ' (50?) 

One or More Years Retarded in Math 
Achievement (^) 

Ten or More Days Abi^ant per 

Semester (^l) 
One or More Years Overage in 

Grade Placement (1^3) 

One or More Police Contacts (119) 

Three or More School Counselor 
contacts regarding discipli- 
nary action (10?) 

Mamber of a Low Income Stedly (373) 

Negative Attitude Toward School and Self (127) 

Qsotional and Social Instability (l6o) 

Member of a One-*Parent Femily (173) 



77 


(333) 


72 


70 


(266) 


58 




(177) 


39 


23 


(122) 


27 


18 


(85) 


18 


23 


(151) 


33 


57 


(1B2) 


ko 


19 


(90) 


20 


2k 




10 


26 


(63) 


Ik 



■'■Xttfomation on the nunber of target grovqp ttudeats in these 
elementary school, 1970-71* was derived trm a listing of ta«set grox^ Xitle X 
testing numbers* Students from these tvo schools vere included in the sunary 
of Title I test scores In the 1970*71 Evaluation Report, ibid .i M»l« 3» P«ll* 

2![he OBdssion of Target grovqp nuadbers for the Bunehd and Marcy schools 
1971-72« is esgplained hy the non-replacenent at mid-year of the agent in the 
former school vho left the Detroit Schools to take on another position, and 
the non-replacement in the •3Atter.. school irhere tbs Agent position vas vacant 
during the mtlre 1971-72 school year* 

^Information on the nuniber of target group students in these schools 
vas derived from various listings of target group students svibnitted by Agents 
during the 1970-71 school year* 

'^Figures in parentheses, are not included in the total. 

^o data were available, and thus this grc«9 of target students was 

not Included in the present r^rt* 



Total saniple for the current school year is lll6j for the previous school year, 
total saraple ranged from 60u to 63k or slightl;^ more, depending upon the 
specific type of data processed* The widest variation in subsa!T5)le size 
is at the secondary level where information vras available last year for 90 
target gro\xg students as conipared to h3& target group students for the 
cii**vcnt ye 

As be observed in Table 2, roughly three-fourths of both elementary 
and secondary level target groi^ students were one or nore years retarded in 
reading achie\eaent. However, in math achievement retardation, there was a 
spread of 12 percentage points between the two school level groups. On three 
of the other seven selection criteria, that is, ten-plus days absent (last year), 
police contracts, negative attitudes, the two school level groups had similar 
proportions • 

iJr the remaining five criteria, a slightly higher percentage of secondary 
level target group students were overage in grade placement, and an even larger 
percentage difference separated the two groups in counselor contacts, while 
higher prorportions of elementary level students were characterised by one- 
parent family membership, emotional and social instability, and membership in 
a low income family* That the elementary level target group students are 
slightly more disadvantaged can also be inferred from the following breakdown 
of family socio-occupaticnal status: 

Elementary Secondary 
Level (N=U91) Level (N=395) 

(n) Per Cent (N) Per Cent) 

Parent or Guardian Gainfully Bnployed (225) k6 (205) 52 

Parent or Guardian Receiving gpme 

!iype of Assistance, e.g., ADC, Pension. (260) 53 (lU?) 37 

Parent or Guardian * inen?>loyed. 

Laid Off, Disabled, etc. (6) 1 (ks) 11 
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It i. of interest to note that approxiwatelj^ one- fourth of the elementDr;r 
level students were born outside of Detroit or Michigan in contract to approxi- 
rantelir one-fifth of the seconclarv level sta.\eiv;'.s# (No cross -tabulations were 
run between birthplace and other demograpiiic \'ariable#) Sixty per cent of 
elementarjr level target group students are males in cornparicon to seventy-one 
per cent males in the secondary groxip. Average age in the foruier group was 
ten, and in the latter group, fourteen^ 
Achievement of the Fro;iect*s Objectives 

Objective: To Raise the Achieveni'sat Level of Target Groic> Students 

^ !• Elementary level tarcct f^vovop students vxll 5how a 

mean gain of nine grade equivalent units in reading 
and laath for the nine aionths between tailing- the 
Title I pre- and po£rctests» 

Data measuring g:rowth in academic pcrformam:e are presented in Table 3» 
(As noted above, these da*ca or test score results ^vere derived from a twenty 
per cent stratified probability sample of all ES£A Title I project populations*) 
By inspection oz Table 3, it is observ^ed that the saniple elementary level target 
grov^ students met or exceeded the perfort;ancc criterion (iuean {jain of nine 
months or ,9 in the last colui>in of Table 3) for (jrades three, four, and si:c in 
reading and for grades four, fivi, and si;: in math* The extremes in achieve- 
ment parallel the upper and lov/er limits in grade placements in the second 
grade, posttost gains were less than e^^ected 0*1 both tests, while at the si:cth 
grade level, the differences betvreen pre- and posttest means were in excess by 
si:c and nine ncnfchs for reading and math, respectively*"'" 

^Although the Title I Testing Program was confined to grades one 
through six in ESEA Title I schools, pre- and posttest scores on standardized 
tests for a sr^all sa3]ple of target grot;© students were tabulated by Agents in 
t^7o secondary schools: Sherrard and Pelham* These data will be included in 
the analysis of Title I Testing resxilts following the publication of this report* 



Pre- and Posttest Grade i3quivalent Mean Scores and 
Differences I)etweea Scores on Reading and Math 
Subtests for Grades One through Six 



4 



Grade 


Subject 
Area of 
Subtest 


SainDl€> 

Size 

(N) 


GE Mean 


GE Mean 
Score" 


rTe~ ana 

Posttest 
Difference 


One 


Reading 
Math 


30 
30 




1.7 
1.6 




Two 


Reading 
Math 


53 


1.7 
1.7 


2,k 
2.5 


.7 
.8 


Three 


Reading 
Math 


90 
39 


2.0 
2.1 


2.9 
2.9 


..9 
.0 


Pour 


Reading 
Math 


103 

80 


2.h 
2.6 


3.6 
3.C 


1.2 
1.2 


Five 


Reading 
Math 


161 
160 


■? ■? 
J.J 

3.3 


h.l 
h.k 


r 
.U 

1.1 


Six 


Reading 
Ivlath 


96 
90 


3.2 
3.h 


h.l 
5.2 


1.5 

1.8 



aiitle I Testing Program, May 1971 
^Title I Testing Program, April 1972 



2. Secondary level target group students vill shew a significant 
increase in grade point averages between the June, 1973 and 
JVine, 1972 card markings* 

On the basis of final or last card marlcs for June 1971j January 1972 and 

JUne 1972, grade point averages (gPA) v;ere computed and statistical comparisons 

were made for secondarj'^ level students • Results from a Related t-Test 

conmaring June 1971 GPA with January 1971 GPA for the same students showed no 

difference statistically, see display belox^. However, on coi:5)arison of GPAs 

between January 1972 and June 1972 and between June 1971 and June 1972 

differences between means were positive and statistically significant. In 

letter grade equivalents, the GPA mean in June 1971 was a weak while in 

Jtme 1972| the GPA mean was closer to a weak Ct 



Card llarldng 



, Period CPA ll ean t-Value df ? 

June 1971 I.65 ••S? 36O US 

January 1972 1,66 

January 1972 1.69 3,59 338 •OOl 

June 1972 I.G3 

June 1971 1.67 3*29 332 .001 

June 1972 1.60 



With regard to end of semester pronotionc, CO per cent of 36O students 

were pro!noted in J\me 1971, 90 per cent in January 1972 aiid 82 per cent in 

June 1972 • For elementary level students, 92 per cent were promoted in 

June 1972; although among those successfully promottd, there was a small 

nUBiber of conditional promotions. 

3» Twenty-five per cent of target group students will sh^w an 
improvement "between June 1971 and June* 1972 in number of 
doys absent, number of times tardy, and in higher citizen- 
ship grades* 

Fiffcy-cne per cent of elementary level target group students for whom 
data were available (N=6o6) were absent a fewer number of dej^^s during the 
1971-1972 school year as compared to the 1970-1971 school zreBx\ Forty-six 
per cent (Nc579) were tardy a lesser number of times for the soine comparison 
school years. Fifty-six per cent showed no change in citizenship grade, twenty- 
two per cent improved, and twenty-tv?o per cent received a lower citizenship 
grade (N«558)« (citizensMp grades were derived from an average of all such 
grades and \ns most usually recorded as a numerical unit.) In passing it should 
be noted that eiglity-four per cent of elementary level target groiro students 
(K-jfilS) received an average or better- than- average citizenship grade in J\ine 1972« 

Improvements in attendance among the secondary levtl target group 
student! were of similar order as that recorded for those at the elementar:^ 
level* Con5)arison between the semester ending June 1971 and the semester 
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January 1972 showed that 50 per cent (K=371) were absent a ieirer mimber of 

days and kk per cent (N=339) were tardj'- a lesser nuriber of times. For the 

semester ending January. 1972 only 33 per cent (N=302) were absent a fewer 

number of days and the same percentage (ir==268) were tardy a lesser nuriber of 

times. However, percentages based on a comparison between both spring setiesters 

(June 1972 with June 1971) foimd k7 per cent (ir=3i?G) with fewer absences and 

per cent (N=2^^3) vath a lesser number of days tarcy. 

Using an citizenship inde:: for the final card maridlng in each of three 

s^esters ending in June 1971, January 1972 and June 1972, respectively, the 

following results were obtained in testing for difference between means: 

Card Marking Citizenship 

Period Index Llean^ t-Value df ? 

June 1971 2.17 2.1:-4 351 .015 

Jan. 1972 2.10 

Jan. 1972 2.10 2.39 3^1^ .017 

June 1972 2.05 

June 1971 2.l8 1^.03 3k3 .001 

June 1972 2.06 



*A lower value represents a higher citizensliip mark. 
In each test, the difference was positive and statistically significant. 

Information for an additional citizenship measure, number of contacts 
with guidance counselor, was gathered. Ho\rever, such information was available 
for less than one-third of the secondary level students. In a comparison of 
the number of such contacts for the two spring semesters (l972 \vith 1971) it 
was found that there \ms no change in the frequency for per cent, and an 
equal per cent of students had fewer or had more guidance coxmselor contacts # 
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k. A higher percentage of target group students will participate 
in various activities and will be recipients of various 
services in the 1971-1972 school j^'ear as compared to the 
1970-1971 school year. 

During the 1970-1971 school j^ear, twenty-three per cent of the aggregate 
target groixp students in eighteen schools (from which data v/ere provided) did 
not participate nor were recipients of activities or services facilitated 
through Agent efforts. By contrast, only nine per cent of the student target 
group aggregate from tliirty-five schools during the current school year were 
uninvolved in such activities and services. 

A "breakdown of stuient participation "by specific activities and services 
categories is presented in Table k together with combined percentage "cotals 
for the two compax^isons years In addition to a higher percentage of student 
target group participation in activities and reception of services during the 
c^urrent school year, there is also an apparent increase in percentages por 
activity or per service category. Not only does thir, apply to conrparison, 
hetvreen the combined totals for the two school years, see the last tvro columns 
in Table but also to comparisons betvreen the distribution for elementary 
level students (1971-1972) with that of the 1970-71 combined total, since in 
this latter group, the great majority are elementary level students. 

Distribution of the number and per cent per number of activities and 

services for elementarj'" and secondary target group students is presented in 

Table 5» For both groups the median number is four* 

5. A higher percentage of target group students' parents 
will participate in school related siffairs and activi- 
ties and in activities related to improving their com- 
petency to deal with probleilas in the 1971-1972 school 
year as co!!q?ared to the 1970-1971 school. 

iSee Tables 9 and 10 in the appendix for a similar brealidox^m 
(197I-I972 data), but organized by Agent schools. 
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Table 5 



SvDi of Activities and Services Per Number and Per Cent 
of Target Group by Sclaool Level 



Sum of Activities 
and Services 



Eletieatary 
Level 
Students 
(it) Per Cent 



Secondary 
Level 
Students 
(n) Per Cent 



Combined 
Total 
Per Cent 



Hone 


m 


7 


(51) 


11 


9 


One 


(68) 


10 


(66) 


11+ 


12 


T\70 


(117) 


IS 


(80) 


17 


18 


Three 


(109) 


17 


(73) 


17 


17 


Pour 


(124) 


19 


(52) 


11 


16 


Five 


(77) 


12 


(38) 


8 


10 


Six 


(72) 


11 


(28) 


6 


9 


Seven 


(19) ■ 


3 


(210 


5 


k 


Eight 


(10) 


2 


ilk) 


3 


e 


Nine 


(6) 


1 


ilh) 


3 


2 


Ten 


(2) 


it 


(3) 


2 


1 


Eleven 


(3) 




(3) 


1 


* 


Twelve 


(1) 




(2) 


» 




Sixteen 


(0) 


0 


(0) 


0 


0 


Seventeen 


(1) 




(0) 


0 


* 



(653) (458) (1116) 

^■Less than 1 per cent 
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Table 6 



Sura of Activi-cies and Services per Number and Per Cent of 
Target Group Parents by School Level, 
I97O-197I Combined Percentages 



Parents of Parents of Combined Combined 

?^ Elementary Secondary 1971-72 1970-71 

Services ^^^^-^ .^^^^^ ^^^^-^ j^^^^^ 

f^r;. Students Students 

Activities ^.^jj ^^^^ ^^^^ p^^ ^^^^ ^^^^ p^^ ^^^^ 



None 


(56) 


8 


(113) 


25 


15 


37 


One 


(83) 


13 


(95) 


21 


16 


26 


T\fo 


(121) 


18 


(73) 


16 


17 


17 


Three 


(155) 


2k 


(70) 


15 


20 


11 


Four 


(91) 


Ik 


(1^0) 


9 


12 


5 


Five 


(65) 




(19) 


k 


8 


2 


Six 


(22) 




(15) 


-> 


3 


2 


Seven 


(20) 


3 


(8) 


2 


2 




Eight 


(12) 


2 


(8) 


2 


2 




Nine 


(8) 


1 


(0) 


p 


I 




Ten 


(6) 


1 


(3) 


1 


1 


0 


Eleven 


(h) 


1 


(5) 


1 


1 


0 


Tvfelve 


(2) 




(1) 




# 


0 


Thirteen 


(3) 




(6) 


1 


1 


0 


Fourteen 


(2) 




(2) 




* 


0 


Fifteen 


(2) 




(1) 






0 


Sixteen 


(1) 




(0) 


0 







Total (N) (658) (1U6) (731^) 



■^•Less than 1 per cent 
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Overall, the percentage of parent participation increased from 63 per cent, 
in 1970-1971, to O5 per cent in 1971-1972, based on the data presented in 
Table 6. Furthermore, in coinparing the elementary level total (1971-1972) vdth 
the combined 1970-1971 total (the majority are parents of elementary level 
students), the increase is from 63 per cent to 92 per cent. Vlith regard to 
activities directly related to school affairs— the first, second, and fourth 
groups of categories displayed in Table 7,''' there is an increase in percentage 
of participation per category* This also obtains \7hen combined school-year 
totals are compared or the elementary percentages (1971-1972) are coTtqpared with 
the percentages for the 1970-1971 combined totals • For activities associated 
vith parents* competency to deal lath problems or wider community involvements, 
there is evidence of more Agent effectiveness in the current school year over 
last year, yet the size of the percentages for the various activity categories 
are indeed meager. 

Student Tutoring 

Table 8 presents a summary of information on the tutorial services received 

by target group students during the current school year. Approximately the 

same percentage of target groig? students received tutorial services during the 

1971-1972 school year as did target grotq) student during the 1970-1971 school 

year: 38 per cent, although the .number of such students increased in 1971-1972« 

Of interest in the data displayed in Table 8 is the observation that elementary 

level students on an average show a greater percentage of participation, are 

tutored more hours per vreek, for more vreelcs during the year and are more likely 

to have one tutorial service e::tended for two rather than one semester* 

JSee Tables 11 and 12 in the append!:: for a trealcdown of parent activi- 
ties organized by Agent schools for the 1971-1972 school year. 
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Re comme nda tlons 

With the principal en^hasis of stated objectives centeriiig on raising 
academic achievement among school populations served by ESEA Title I programs, 
any articulation of recommendations derived from an assessment of the correspon- 
dence between various aspects of School Community Agents program's operations 
and scope and the criterion of posttest gain in reading and math must wait 
until an analysis of the total sairple of SSEA Title I test results is coitpleted* 
This is said with no intention of neglecting the apparent success in posttest 
gains as evidenced among the 20 per cent sample members reported above« But 
before any statement can be made identifying what appears to be working and 
what appeals not to be working, among th« variety of activities and services 
provided target group students as well as among the variel^ of activities and 
services provided parents by the Agents working independently and thi^ough 
the local educational team, a more detailed analysis of the data is in order. 

Lacking this, but relying upon the frequencies reported in the body 
of this report, it would appear that more emphasis coiild be placed v^on invol- 
ving more of the parents of target group students in the range of activities 
and services listed above. 

A salient component of the program's operation is the local educational 
team. Although no attempt was made to gtither data relating to its composition 
and operation, remarks from Agents throughout the scnool year would indicate 
that the success of the Agent's efforts were tied by varying degrees to the 
efficiency and commitment of individual team menibers. Since the evaluation 
designs for the 1972-1973 school year have been extended to include process 
data, the functioning of the local educational team will be a part of next 
year's report. 
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Table 



Per Cent of Elementary Level Target Oroxxg Students who Participated 
m or Wsre Recipients of Varioxxs Activities and Services 
by School and Activity and Service Categories 



Activities and Services 



Elementery 

lic vex 

Schools 


0) 

H 4f 
JS C 

o +> 

vJI 

If 


Teacher Helper 


Organized School- 
Tdcle Service 


School Club 
Participation 


School Assembly, 
Science Fair, 
Police Circus, etc. 


After School Read- 
ing Program, Home 
Tutoring 


Group worker coun- 
seling 


Participation in a 
Treatment Group 

1 


Psychological 
Testing 


Balch 


33 


58 


12 


15 


97 


3 


12 


97 


3 




Burton 


23 


9 


35 


22 


0 


0 


0 


0 


0 




Chaney 


21 


1;8 


0 


0 




0 


0 


0 


in 

IXJ 








9 


6 


6 


18 


0 


3 


0 


0 




Cantebell 


36 


0 


0 


Ik 


3 


3 


0 


28 


8 




Dwyer 


20 


15 


5 


15 


10 


0 


15 


5 


35 




Edmonson 


l6 


36 


6 


0 


01 


19 


30 


31 


kk 




Ferry 


19 


5 


10 


21 


0 


0 


0 


0 


5 




FranlOLin 




57 


k 


30 


15 


23 


6 


0 


2 




George 


22 


0 


0 


0 


91 


0 


0 


0 


0 




Kenneciy 


20 


0 


25 


15 


0 


0 


5 


5 


20 




Moore 


19 


95 


5 


1.7 


32 


37 


5 


10 


5 




Owen 


18 


11 


kk 


6 


11 


6 


17 


0 


39 




WiUiams 


33 


15 


10 


0 


15 


0 


18 


0 


0 




Bellevue 


39 


0 


30 


0 


62 


5 


0 


18 


0 




Duffield 


75 


0 


3 


0 


2k 


0 


95 


61 


5 




Harris 


1*9 


82 




26 


39 


6 


6 


16 


0 




Jones 


29 


3 


0 


28 


0 


0 


0 


0 


3 




Keating 


33 


0 


0 


0 


0 


0 


0 


0 


0 




Pingree 


ko 


28 


0 


3 


28 


0 


0 


0 


0 




Scripps 


3C 


25 


56 


91 


0 


0 


0 


0 


0 




Per Cent 
Number 


2h 

(658) (159) 


11 16 
(?!♦) (lOlt) 


28 
(183) 


k l6 17 
(29) (102) (112) 


6 

(39) 
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Table 9 (ContO 

Per Cent of Elementary Level Target Gvoxop Students vho Participated**** 



Activities and Services 



Elementary 
Level 
Schools 


Other Diagnostic 
Services 


Various Counseling 
Services: Social 
Worker, Personal 


Spectator at a 
Sports Event 


Participant in a 
Sports Activity 


Parent-Student 
Dinner, School 
Dance 


1^ 

o 

O 1 


Formal irgoniza- 
tional Participa- 
tion 


Medical Ebconina- 
tion (includingc 
Vision Screening, 
etc.) 


Treatment (includ- 
ing Speech and 
Hearing) 


Balch 


3 


32 


67 


39 


21 


6 


3 


0 


0 


Burton 


0 


9 


0 


26 


0 


13 


22 


It 


9 


Chaney 


0 


0 


0 


0 


0 


76 


5 


Ik 


0 


Covtzens 


J 


u 




r\ 
U 


do 


Uh 


Ijd. 


35 


o 


Casspbell 


11 


29 


0 


8 


0 


0 


0 


0 


0 


Dwj'er 


5 


5 


90 


90 


0 


5 


0 


30 


100 


iiCunonson 


19 


0 


62 


kk 


50 




0 


38 


6 


Ferry 


0 


10 


0 


0 


5 


0 


0 


5 


0 


Prai^klin 


2 


26 


51 


2 


2 


38 


2 


61 


8 


George 


0 


0 


0 


190 


0 


lU 


0 


100 


0 


Kennedy 


5 


5 


15 


0 


70 


90 


5 


5 


0 


Moore 


10 


53 


5 


32 


5 


79 


0 


32 


10 


Owen 


0 


7 


6 


6 


0 


0 


7 


6 


0 


Williams 


0 


0 


16 


iC 


39 


39 


15 


2h 


:> 


Bellevue 


0 


51 


23 


3 


0 


9 


0 


li* 


5 


Duffield 


1 


31 


0 


0 


0 


15 


55 


0 


0 


Harris 


0 


6 


l6 


20 


35 


12 


0 


9h 


0 


Jones 


0 


0 


0 


3 


0 


100 


0 


100 


7 


Keating 


0 


0 


9h 


91 


9 


0 


0 


0 


3 


Pingree 


0 


2 


0 


23 


0 


65 


18 


0 


0 


Scripps 


0 


22 


31 


16 


69 


97 


12 


6 


0 


Per Cent 


2 


25 


22 


21 




3U 


11 


28 


6 



(Nunier) (ih) (163) (1U3) (ihl) (93) (226) (71) (182) (37) 
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Table 9 (Cont.) 

Per Cent of Elementary Level Target Groi?> Students who Participated.. 



Activities and Services 







c 










4k 

CO 
■P 






Prosthesis (inclu 
ing Eye Glaases 


o 








d a> 0) • 






Elementary 
Level 
Schools 


Dental Examinal 


Treatment 


Prosthesis 


Ad-Hoc School 
Activities (BaJ 

Sale, car was! 

etc.) 


H (0 v u 

=! CO h -P 

0 cS es «i 

•rl tH O 
u o •« 

U 4 B C 

1 ^ -H « 

ca o s 13 

U V O -ri 

^ •"'^ 


Recipient of G 
Clotliing, Foo 


Miscellaneous 
Activities 


Balch 


0 


0 


u 




0 


A 
V 


0 


0 


Burton 


0 


9 


9 


0 


0 


0 


0 


0 




5 


71 


0 


0 


0 


0 


0 


0 


v/Ouzens 


0 


0 


6 


0 


15 


2k 


0 


0 


v/oii^oexx 


0 


0 


0 


0 


0 


0 


0 


0 


jjwyer 


15 


0 


0 


•0 


0 


0 


0 


0 


Edx&onson 


12 


62 


50 


0 


0 


38 


25 


81 


Ferry 


0 


0 


0 


0 


0 


58 


0 


0 
k 


Franklin 


2 


77 


6 


0 


0 


k 


0 


George 


0 


0 


0 


0 


68 


9 


0 


0 


Kennedy 


0 


75 


55 


0 


60 


25 


0 


20 


Moore 


16 


16 


0 


0 


0 


5 


0 


0 


Owen 


11 


0 


0 


6 


0 


6 


0 


39 


Williams 


0 


9 


36 


0 


0 


12 


0 


0 


Bellevue 


3 


62 


18 


0 


3 


0 


3 


3 


Duffield 


1 


0 


0 


0 


0 


1 


0 


0 


Harris 


0 


h 


89 


0 


0 


0 


0 


0 


Jones 


0 


0 


3 


0 


0 


3 


0 




Keating 


0 


0 


0 


0 


0 


0 


0 


0 


Pingree 
Scripps 


0 

6 


0 
0 


0 
0 


0 
0 


0 

0 


0 

3 


0 
0 


52 
Ul 



Percent 2 13 2 5 6 1 11 

Numher .(l6) (155) (8U) (l) (33) (^^3) (5) (75) 
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Table 10 



Per Cent of Secondary Level Target Group Students who Participated 
in or Were Recipients of Various Activities and Services 
by School and Activity and Service Categories 





Activities and Services 




* of Target 
> Students 




t 




• 

V 
■P 

^ 0) 


;er School Read- 
me Program, Home 
Itoring 




c 0 

1 t. 




Secondary 
Level 


icher Helper 


Lzed Schoc 
Service 


L Club 
Lcipation 


r-T la 

JQ u :s 

6 •H 0 

w %i 

ca Pci 
ca 0 

V 0) 


Worker 
jeling 


Participation i 
a Treatment Gi 


Psychological 
Testing 




S ^ 
^ 0 


Organj 
wide 


Sclioo] 
Parti 


0 0) *H 
0 •H H 


0 0 




3 0 

t 


EH 


0 03 Pi 
CO 






Hutchins 


29 


7 


3 


28 


it8 


7 


17 


3 


0 




2k 


67 


0 


0 


7Q 


0 


0 


0 


0 


Khudsen 


k2 


2 


0 


33 


0 


0 


0 


0 


0 


Pelham MS 


25 


20 


20 


Qk 


96 


0 


0 


k 


0 


Sherrard 


6k 


6 


11 


kh 


80 


0 


20 


5 


11 


Spain 


50 


2 


0 


10 


90 


2 


26 


r\ 
U 


10 


Murray-Wright 


18 


0 


0 


0 


67 


0 


0 


0 


0 


Northeastern 


13 


0 


0 


23 


6e 


0 


0 


0 


0 


Northern 


29 


3 


0 


3i^ 


7 


0 


0 


0 


0 


McMichael 


22 


S 


k 


in 




0 


0 


0 


0 


Cleveland 


28 


25 


0 


3k 


36 


0 


0 


0 


11 


B2urbour 


37 


5 


3 


3 


16 


22 


0 


0 


3 


MiUer 


65 


2 


0 


3 


98 


0 


0 


0 


0 


King, M.L, 


12 


33 


17 


3 

+ 


83 


0 


0 


0 


0 


Per Cent 




10 


k 


23 


58 


2 


7 


2 


k 


Number (U58) 




(17) (106) 


(267) 


(11) 


(31) 


(9) 


(16) 
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Table 10 (Cont.) 



Activities and Services 



Secondary 
Level 


Other Diagnostic . 
Services 


Varioxis counseling 
services: Social 
worker. Personal 


Spectator at a 
Sports EVent 


Participated in a 
Sports Activity 


Parent- student 
Dinner, school 
dance 


Weekend, Trip, 
Camp, Bob-Lo 

Outing, etc. 


Foimal Organiza- 
tional Partici- 
pation 


Medical Examina- 
tion (including 
Vision Screening, 
etc.) 


Hutchins 


:o 


0 


21 


2k 


10 


3 


28 


3 


Jefferson 


n 
\j 


0 


79 






(y 




I J 


Knudsen 


0 


2 


2 


12 


5 


2 


0 


19 


Pelham I4S 


0 


96 


100 


ho 


96 


76 


k 


72 


Sherrard 


8 


12 


70 


58 


75 


33 


20 


kz 


Spain 


0 


k 


72 


28 


28 


20 


10 


8 


Murray- Vfi; 


0 


0 


61 


0 


39 


0 


6 


0 


Northeastern 


0 


0 


69 


8 


38 


8 


8 


0 


Northern 


17 


93 


7 


■Lk 


7 


0 


7 


0 


McMichael 


0 


0 


18 


hi 


12 


9 


9 


0 


Cleveland 


h 


7 


he 


U 


5it 


k 


0 


79 


Barbour 


0 


0 


19 


Ik 


0 


0 


5 


3 


MiUer 


0 


0 


0 


0 


0 


0 


0 




King, M. 


0 


25 


100 


25 


83 


3 


25 


8 


Per Cent 
Number 


2 

(11) 


15 hi 
i^l) (190) 


22 
(101) 


32 


17 
(76) 


9 

(1^3) 


28 
(129) 



Table 10 (ContJ 



Activities and Services 



Secondary 
Level 
Schools 



4> o 
d o;^ 
0) a> bp 



d 

H 
CO o 

rl 



I 



0) «Q 



ca 
o 



4> « • 



•H 0) 



$4 CQ 

«( 0) (4 • 

H to V O 

P «0 0) <P 

O O M 0) 

» ^ « 

O O > 'O 

l4 0) V «H 



i 



Hutchlns 

Jefferson 

Knudsen 

Felhein MS 

Sherrard 

Spain 

Murray-Wright 

Northeastern 
Northern 

McMlchael 
Cleveland 
Barbour 
Miller 
Xingi ML 



0 
0 
0 
20 

25 
2 
0 
0 
0 
0 

7 
0 

0 
0 



0 
0 
0 
8 
6 
6 
0 
0 
0 
0 

25 
0 

0 
0 



0 

33 
0 
12 
U 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

68 

3 

7 
0 



0 
0 
0 
20 

Ik 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

6k 
3 

0 
0 



0 
0 
0 

k 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

k 

0 
0 

8 



7 
0 

26 
i»8 
0 

18 

0 
0 

Ik 
kl 

0 
0 

k7 
0 



0 
0 
2 

k 

0 
0 
0 
0 
10 
100 
0 
3 
0 
0 



0 

0 
33 
96 

0 

56 

0 
0 
2k 

23 
0 
0 
2 
0 



Percent 
Runiber 



5 k 
i2k) (16) 



9 7 1 17 6 17 

(42) (33) (3) (78) (28) (80) 



- 28 . 



Taole 11 



Per Cent of Elementarjr Level Target Group Parents who Participated 
in or Were Recipients of Various Activities and Services 
5y School and Activity and Service Categories 



Activities and Services 



Elementarjr 

Level 
Schools 


School Visitation 


Classroom Observation 


student Disciplinary 
Problem 


Student Academic Perfor- 
mance 


Regular Parent-Teacher 
Conference 


School-Based Act. 


Ceremonies, Parties, 
Socials, Festivals, etc. 


Volunteer Service (ifome- 
room Mother, etc.) 


— ■ - — 

1 PTA Meetings 


School Advisory Council 
[ and Other Similar' 
1 Groves 


Balch 




18 


15 


18 


5k 




85 


21 


IS 


13 


X^UTT/On 




0 


13 


0 


17 




0 


0 


9 


26 


Chaney 




h3 


62 


62 


kQ 




2k 


Ik 


2h 


2k 


Couzens 




56 


3 


0 


80 




71 


0 


kl 


12 


Cainpbell 




3 


0 


8 


100 




0 


:> 




17 


Dwyer 




0 


50 


5 


ko 




0 


0 


0 


0 


Edmonson 




0 


31 


0 


69 




25 


0 


19 


25 






0 


16 


0 


0 




16 


0 


0 


21 


Franklin 




13 


ko 


60 


6k 




ko 


19 


ko 


15 


George 




18 


18 


0 


96 




23 


0 


96 


73 


Kennedjr 




0 


70 


ko 


75 




■ 50 


25 


55 


60 


Moore 




32 


58 


Qk 


100 




5 


26 


53 


26 


Ovren 




0 


39 


11 


11 




20 


6 


6 


22 


Williams 




15 


13 


15 


6k 




k& 


0 


3 


0 


Bellevue 




0 


13 


80 


100 




3 


3 


0 


5 


Duf field 




0 


0 


35 


97 




0 


0 


25 


8 


Harris 




7k 


Ik 


1+ 


35 




33 


n 
u 


76 


6 


Jones 




3 


Ik ■ 




93 




Ik 


Ik 


10 


10 


Keating 




91 


91 


91 


9 




0 


0 


0 


0 


Pingree 




0 


2 


0 


2 




8 


20 


0 


5 


Scripps 




0 


12 


3 


97 




73 


0 


Sk 


0 



Per Cent 19 23 26 63 26 7 28 ik 

Number (l23)(l52) (173) (^^16) (169) (48)(l8U) ((95) 
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Table 11 (Conb.) 



Activities and Services 



Elementary 
Level 
Schools 


Workshops 


p 


Non-School-Based | 


1 Activities 1 


Community Groiips 


Youth-Serving 
Organizations 


Home Meeting 


Educational 


i 

1 


Enrollment in 
READ Program 


1 

Enrollment in a 
Community 
College 


Balch 


21 


10 




10 


3 


12 




0 


0 


Burton 


35 


26 




k 


22 


0 




0 


0 


Chaney 


0 


0 




19 


5 


1j8 




0 


0 


Couzens 


6 


0 




3 


0 


0 




0 


0 


Caxqpbell 


0 


0 




0 


0 


0 




0 


0 


Dwyer 


0 


0 




0 


0 


0 




0 


0 


Edmonson 


6 


0 




6 


0 


6 




0 


0 


Perrv 


.0 


0 




0 


0 


0 




0 


0 


Franklin 


13 


1+ 




20 


h 


11 




8 


U 


George 


0 


0 




61+ 


k 


0 




1+6 


0 


Kennedy 


5 


0 




10 


0 


5 




0 


0 


lioore 


5 


0 




30 


0 


0 




0 


16 


Owen 


16 


0 




11 


17 


0 




0 


0 


Williams 


3 


0 




0 


0 


0 




0 


0 


Bellevue 


5 


0 




0 


0 


33 




0 


0 


Duffield 


0 


0 




1 


0 


0 




0 


0 


Harris 


6 


2 




10 


2 


2 




0 


0 


Jones 


3 


3 




7 


3 


3 




3 


3 


Keating 


0 


0 




0 


0 


0 




0 


0 


Pingree 


2 


0 




0 


0 


0 




0 


0 


Scripps 


0 


0 




53 


6 


3 




0 


0 


Percent 
Number 


6 

(37) 


2 

(16) 




12 
(76) 


3 

(17) 


6 

(1+0) 




2 

(15) 


1 

(6) 
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Table 11 (Cont.) 



Activities and Services 



Elementary 
Level 
Schools 


Other Inprovement 
Activities 


Visits ty School I 


Personnel 
Teacher 


Attendance Officer 


f .... 

All Others 


Medical Services I 


Medical Examina- 
tion 


Treatment (includ- 
ing Psychiatric 
Consultation, 
Nurse Visitation 


Balch 


3 


15 


1*8 


79 


0 


0 




Bxirton 


26 


26 


65 


37 


0 


0 




Chaney 


0 


19 


57 


0 


lit 


0 




Couzens 


3 


3 


0 


97 


0 


0 




Caaipbell 


0 


0 


0 


19 


0 


0 




Dwyer 


0 


5 


h3 


75 


0 


0 




Edmonson 


0 


12 


6 


75 


6 


0 




Perry 


0 


5 


90 


79 


0 


21 




Pranlclin 


3 


38 


h3 


66 


ko 


23 




George 


0 


0 


0 


0 


0 


0 




Kennedy 


0 


5 


20 


65 


15 


15 




Moore 


0 


16 


16 


16 


5 


5 




Owen 


11 


0 


6 


11 


0 


0 




Wimams 


0 


15 


0 


9 


0 


0 




Bellevue 


13 


0 


0 


95 


3 


5 




Duffield 


0 


0 


0 


8 


0 


0 




Harris 


2 


6 


k 


0 


0 


0 




Jones 


3 


0 


17 


100 


0 


0 




Keating 


0 


0 


0 


0 


0 


0 




Pingree 


0 


0 


0 


0 


0 


0 




Scripps 


0 


0 


0 


59 


0 


3 





Per Cent 3 Q l6 kl k 3 

Number (2l) (50) (105) (271) (28) (23) 
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Table 11 (ContJ 



Activities and Services 



Elementary 
Level 
Schools 



CO 

I 



o 
c 



CO 

•H 

O 

C 

0) . 
to 0) 

<3; 



o 
c 

^ o 

+5 O 

o 



Balch 


0 


0 


Burton 


13 


0 


Chaney 


0 


0 


Couzens 


0 


35 


Cauipbell 


0 


0 


iKryer 


0 


0 


Edmonson 


75 


50 


Perry 


5 


0 


Pranlilin 


28 


6 


George 


0 


0 


Kennedy 


0 


0 


Moore 


0 


5 


Owen 


0 


0 


V^illiams 


0 


3 


Bellevue 


33 


3 


Duf field 


0 


17 


Harris 


0 


0 


Jones 


10 


0 


ICeating 


0 


0 


Pingree 


0 


7 


Scripps 


6 


28 



Per Cent 
Number 



7 8 
{hi) (51) 



Table 12 

Par Cent of Secondary Level Target Groxq? Ptoenta who Participated 
in or Were Recipients of Various Activities and Services 
by School and Activity and Service Categories 



Activities and Services 



Secondary 
Level 
Schools 



s 



I 

SI 



CO 



u d 
< 9 



CO 



4? 



I 



11 



U 

^ a 



I 



Htttchina 

Khudsen 
Pelham MS 
Sherrard 
£[pain 

Murray-Wright 
Nbrtbeutem 
Northern 
McMichael 

COeveXand 
Barbour 
Miller 
King, M.L. 



Ik 
0 
0 

96 
2 
2 
0 
0 

3 
9 
0 
0 
0 
0 



Ik 

0 
0 
76 
61 
32 
0 
31 
17 
3k 

66 
U 
0 

67 



3k 
0 
0 

68 

23 
ko 

0 
23 
21 
6k 

0 

3 
0 

58 



55 

58 

29 
100 

53 
38 

89 

85 
3 

86 
36 

;h 

0 
100 



21 
62 
0 
81* 

9 
36 

0 
8 

0 
9 
0 

3 
0 



Ik 
0 
0 

72 
6 
2 
0 
0 
0 

I* 

k 

0 
0 
0 



21 
0 
0 

80 

2 
2 
0 
0 
0 
27 
18 
0 
20 

67 



Per Cent 
Nunber 



7 28 20 1»2 16 6 10 

(33) (130) (93) (191*) (71) (29) (W) 



13 
(61) 
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Table 12 (Cont.) 



Activities and Services 





















« 








e 


















Secondary 




f 


8 . 

pq « 


0 6 


mS 

cPs 












Level * 
Schools 


WorlEshqps 


Training Gx 


4 

CQ < 
1 < 


Conmmity 6 


CO 


Home Meeting 


Educational 


i 

1 


Enrollment : 
EEAD Ecogri 


Enrollment j 




other ijnproM 
Activities 


Hutchins 


3 


0 




3 


8 


0 




0 


0 


0 


Jefferson 


51* 


0 




0 


0 


0 




If 


0 


0 


luxuasen 


5 


0 




0 


0 


0 




0 


0 


0 




80 


28 




92 


88 






0 


16 


If 


Sherrard 


0 


0 




12 


3 


0 




0 


0 


0 




6 


0 




28 


0 






0 


0 


0 


Murray-Wright 


0 


0 




0 


0 


0 




0 


0 


0 


Northeastern 


0 


0 




0 


0 


0 




0 


c 


1 


0 


Northern 


0 


0 




7 


0 


0 




0 


c 




0 


M6Micbael 


9 


0 




If 




0 




0 


c 


1 


0 


Cleveland 


0 


0 




7 • 


0 


0 




7 


7 




If 


Barbour 


0 


0 




16 


5 


0 




0 


0 




3 


MiUer 


0 


0 




0 


0 


0 




0 


0 




0 


King, M.L. 


0 


0 




17 


0 


67 j 




8 


0 




0 



Per Cent 9 2 
Number (lf2) (7) 



13 62 
(59) (29) (11) 



1 

(8) 



2 

(7) 



1 
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ERIC 



TttoU 12 (Cont.) 





Activities and Services 




I 

m 

IS! 


Teacher 


Attendance Off. 


2 

s 

5 


Medical Services 
Medical Exam* 


It^ataent (includ- 
ing Psychiatric 
Con8\]ltationa , 
Nurse Visitation) 


Aeeney Contacts 


• 

hi 


H 


HutcULns 




10 


17 


10 


b 


0 




3 


0 


Jefftrton 




0 


0 


0 


0 


0 




0 


0 


Khu£ten 




0 


0 


9 


0 


0 




0 


17 






0 


12 


0 


0 


0 




98 


16 


Sherrard 




5 


U2 


83 


0 


0 




0 


0 


Spain 




Ik 


52 


28 


0 


0 




2 


2 


Moraray«*Wrlgbt 




0 


6 


0 


0 


0 




0 


6 


NortheMtem 




0 




23 


0 


0 




0 


0 


Kortharn 




10 


3U 


97 


0 


0 




0 


0 


McMicba^ 




ll( 


36 


Ik 


k 


0 




If 


k 


devaland 




0 


0 


0 


0 


0 




0 


0 


Btrbour 




0 


U 


3 


0 


0 




0 


0 






0 


0 


1(6 


0 


0 




0 


0 






0 


50 


50 


0 


6 




0 


0 



Per Cant U 21 32 2 2 6 3 

Bwtoar (19) (97) (IU5) (l) (l) (26) (5) 
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